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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1. Claims 1-13 are objected to because of ttie following informalities. The use of 
"characterlzecl in comprising" in Xhe claims is vague and indefinite. For example in lines 
9-10 on page 94, a recommended change would be to remove "characterized in 
comprising the steps that" and use "the server system comprising." On page 97 at line 
5, it appears that the server system reference character ("2-1 or @-3") is incorrect. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
fomri the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others In this country, or patented or 
described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 6-8 and 10-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 as being 
unpatentable over Kitchen et al, US Patent No. 6,289,322 (hereinafter Kitchen). 

Regarding claims 1,11 and 12, Kitchen discloses a server system, a related 
component and a computer program that receives and registers electronic invoices 
issued from the supplier system (col. 4, lines 36-49), each electronic invoice containing 
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an identification code for identifying the electronic invoice, with the identification code 
being written by the supplier system (col. 3, lines 15-31). 

Kitchen additionally discloses a server system that sends to the buyer system a 
GUI screen which notifies the buyer of at least one of the registered electronic invoices 
for the buyer and which prompts the buyer to approve the notified electronic invoice 
(col. 4, lines 49-63). 

Kitchen additionally discloses responding to approving the notified electronic 
invoice by the buyer on the GUI screen displayed on the buyer system, either of the 
buyer system or the server system issues an electronic payment request which contains 
the identification code as same as that contained in the notified electronic invoice and 
written by the supplier system, to the finance system (col. 8, lines 46-67). 

4. Kitchen additionally discloses receiving the electronic payment request, the 
finance system performing deposit/withdrawal processing of the buyer and supplier 
bank accounts for settlement of the electronic invoice which is identified by the 
identification code contained in the received electronic payment request, and sending to 
the supplier system or the server system an electronic deposit/withdrawal statement 
which contains the identification code as same as that contained in the received 
electronic payment request, so that the supplier or the server system is capable of 
specifying which electronic invoice have been settled in accordance with the 
identification code contained in the received deposit/withdrawal statement (col. 8, lines 
46-67). 
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5. Regarding claim 2, Kitchen discloses a supplier system or the server system 
specifying the settled electronic invoice in accordance with the identification code 
contained in the deposit/withdrawal statement received from the finance system and the 
supplier system or the server system removes the specified settled electronic invoice 
from among the unsettled electronic invoices which were issued from the supplier 
system or registered by the server system (col. 4, lines 11-28). 

6. Regarding claim 6, Kitchen discloses a server system detecting the status 
relating to opening or payment of each of a plurality of the registered electronic invoices 
issued by the supplier system and the server system informing the supplier system, the 
buyer system or the finance system of the detected status of each of the plurality of the 
registered electronic invoices (col. 4, lines 11-35). 

7. Regarding claim 7, Kitchen discloses the server system detecting the status 
relating to opening or payment of each of a plurality of the registered electronic invoices 
issued by the supplier system and the server system preparing a list GUI screen which 
shows a list of the detected statuses of the plurality of the registered electronic invoices 
and sends the list GUI screen to the supplier system (col. 4, lines 11-35). 

8. Regarding claim 8 and 13, Kitchen discloses a server system and related 
components managing the status of the registered electronic invoices by updating the 
status of the electronic invoices in response to the payment request issued from the 
buyer as well as to the notification of deposit/withdrawal processing or the 
deposit/withdrawal statement issued from the finance system and the server system 
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notifying the supplier system, the buyer system or the finance system of the status of 
the managed electronic invoices (col. 4, lines 11-35). 

9. Regarding claim 10, Kitchen discloses a supplier system receiving an electric 
order from the buyer and the supplier system issuing the electronic invoice for the buyer 
to the server system in response to the received electronic order (col. 4, lines 49-55). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this OfTice action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

11. The factual Inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill In the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application Indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

12. Claims 3-5 and 9 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Kitchen et al, US Patent No. 6,289,322 (hereinafter Kitchen) and further in view of Dent 



et al, US Patent No. 6,128,603 (hereinafter Dent). 
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13. Regarding claim 3, Kitchen does not disclose a server system that prepares a 
calendar GUI screen which shows a calendar having spaces for dates; the server 
system establishing an invoice date relating to the registered electronic invoice for the 
buyer and putting a mark indicating the registered electronic invoice for the buyer on the 
space for the established invoice date among the spaces for dates on the calendar of 
the calendar GUI screen; and the server system sending the calendar GUI screen which 
shows the calendar having the invoice mark putted thereon, to a buyer system so that 
the buyer system displays the calendar GUI screen. 

However, Dent discloses a calendar GUI screen which shows a calendar having 
spaces for dates (col. 8, lines 8-13 and figures 6-7); the server system establishing an 
invoice date relating to the registered electronic invoice for the buyer and putting a mark 
indicating the registered electronic invoice for the buyer on the space for the established 
invoice date among the spaces for dates on the calendar of the calendar GUI screen 
(col. 8, lines 8-16 and figure 6); and the server system sending the calendar GUI screen 
which shows the calendar having the invoice mark putted thereon, to a buyer system so 
that the buyer system displays the calendar GUI screen (col. 7, lines 56-67 - col. 8, 
lines 1-16 and figures 6-7). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the calendar GUI 
screen which shows a calendar that marks invoice dates (discussed in detail above) of 
Dent with an online billing system which displays account information and receives 
payment input as disclosed by Kitchen (in detail above). 
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The motivation would be to increase tlie ease of use of tine online billing system 
for the customer. The calendar would be a clear way to display to the customer the 
details of the online billing system such as invoice dates and dates of payment. This 
clear visual layout would likely increase timely payments and decrease late payments 
and account overdrafts. 

14. Regarding claims 4 and 9, Kitchen does not disclose a server system 
establishing a payment date relating to payment for the registered electronic invoice for 
the buyer, and putting a payment mark indicating payment on the space for the 
established payment date among the spaces for dates on the calendar of the calendar 
GUI screen; and the sen/er system putting a relationship mark indicating a relationship 
of correspondence between the payments and the registered electronic invoice, on the 
calendar of the calendar GUI. Dent teaches a server system establishing a payment 
date relating to payment for the registered electronic invoice for the buyer, and putting a 
payment mark indicating payment on the space for the established payment date 
among the spaces for dates on the calendar of the calendar GUI screen; and the sen/er 
system putting a relationship mark indicating a relationship of correspondence between 
the payments and the registered electronic invoice, on the calendar of the calendar GUI 
(col. 7, lines 61-67 - col. 8, lines 1-8). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine a server system 
with a calendar GUI screen with payment date marks (discussed in detail above) of 
Dent with an online billing system which displays account information and receives 
payment input as disclosed by Kitchen (in detail above). 
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The motivation would be to increase the ease of use of the online billing system 
for the customer. The calendar and related marks would be a clear way to display to 
the customer the details of the online billing system such as invoice dates and dates of 
payment. This clear visual layout would likely increase timely payments and decrease 
late payments and account overdrafts. 

15. Regarding claim 5, Kitchen does not disclose a server system that detects the 
status relating to opening or payment of the registered electronic invoice for the buyer; 
and a server system that changes the invoice mark indicating the registered electronic 
invoice for the buyer on the calendar of the calendar GUI screen, in accordance with the 
detected status. Dent teaches a server system that detects the status relating to 
opening or payment of the registered electronic invoice for the buyer; and a server 
system that changes the invoice mark indicating the registered electronic invoice for the 
buyer on the calendar of the calendar GUI screen, in accordance with the detected 
status (col. 7, lines 56-67 - col. 8, lines 1-29). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine a server system 
with status marks (discussed in detail above) of Dent with an online billing system which 
displays account information and receives payment input as disclosed by Kitchen (in 
detail above). 

The motivation would be to increase the ease of use of the online billing system 
for the customer. The calendar and related marks would be a clear way to display to 
the customer the details of the online billing system such as invoice dates, dates of 
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payment and past payments. This clear visual layout would likely increase timely 
payments and decrease late payments and account overdrafts. 

16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jocelyn W. Greimel whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3734. The examiner can normally be reached Monday - Friday 8:30 AM - 4:30 PM 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on (571) 272-6747. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Jocelyn W. Greimel 
Examiner 3624 
April 10. 2006 
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